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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE BEFORE THE 
TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

In re Registration No. 1,606,810 (REDSKINETTES)  
Registered July 17, 1990, 

Registration No. 1,085,092 (REDSKINS)  
Registered February 7, 1978, 

Registration No. 987,127 (THE REDSKINS & DESIGN)  
Registered June 25, 1974, 

Registration No. 986,668 (WASHINGTON REDSKINS & DESIGN)  
Registered June 18, 1974, 

Registration No. 978,824 (WASHINGTON REDSKINS)  
Registered February 12, 1974, 

and Registration No. 836,122 (THE REDSKINS—STYLIZED LETTERS)  
Registered September 26, 1967 

Amanda Blackhorse, Marcus Briggs, 
Phillip Gover, Jillian Papan, and 
Courtney Tsotigh, 
 
Petitioners, 
 
v. 
 
Pro-Football, Inc., 
 
Registrant. 

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Cancellation No. 92/046,185 
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Respectfully Submitted, 

 
 
/s/ Robert L. Raskopf 
Robert L. Raskopf 
Claudia T. Bogdanos 
Todd Anten 
51 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10010 
Phone: (212) 849-7000 
Fax: (212) 849-7100 
robertraskopf@quinnemanuel.com 
claudiabogdanos@quinnemanuel.com 
toddanten@quinnemanuel.com 

 

 

 

 





































































































CONFIDENTIAL PORTIONS

IN THE UNITED STATES 
PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

- - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -x 
In re Registration No. 1,606,810 
(Red.skinettes), Registered 
July 17, 1990, 
Registration No. 1,343,442 (Skins) 
Registered June 18, 1985, 
Registration No. 1,085,092 
(Redskins) 
Registered February 7, 1978, 
Registration No. 987,127 
(The Redskins & Design) 
Registered June 25, 1974, 
Registration. No. 986,668 
(Washington Redskins & Design) 
Registered June 181 1974, 
Registration No. 978,824 

((Washington Redskins) 
Registered February 12, 1974, Cancellation 
and Registration No. 836,122 No. 21,069 
(The Redskins - Stylized Letters) 
Registered September 26, 1967 

SUZAN SHOWN HARJO, RAYMOND D. 
APODACA, VINE DeLORIA, JR., 
NORBERT S. HILL, JR.; MATEO 
ROMERO, WILLIAM A. MEANS, and 
MANLEY A. BEGAY, JR., VOLUME 2 

Petitioners, 

CONFIDENTIAL 
PRO-FOOTBALL, INC., PORTIONS 

Respondents. . PAGES: 172-175, 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -x 182-193, 210-2

Washington, D.C. 

Wednesday, March' 27, 1996 
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CONFIDENTIAL PORTIONS 2 

1 Continued Deposition of 

2 JOHN KENT COOKE 

3 a witness, called for examination by counsel 

4 for the Petitioners, pursuant to notice of 

5 counsel, held at the law offices of Dorsey & 

6 Whitney, Suite 200, 1330 Connecticut Avenue, 

7 N.W., Washington, D.C., beginning at 9:45 a.m., 

8 before Monica A. Voorhees, RPR/CSR and notary 

9 public in and for the District of Columbia, 

10 when were present on behalf of the respective 

11 parties: 

12 

13 APPEARANCES: 

14 On behalf of Petitioners: 

15 MICHAEL A. LINDSAY, ESQUIRE 
STEPHEN R. BAIRD, ESQUIRE 

16 Dorsey & Whitney 
220 South Sixth Street 

17 Minneapolis, Minnesota 55402 
(612) 340-2600 

18
On behalf of Respondents: 

19
JOHN PAUL REINER, ESQUIRE 

20 NADINE P. FLYNN, ESQUIRE 
White & Case 

21 1155 Avenue of the Americas 
New York, New York 10036-2787 

22 (212) 819-8200 

(202) 638-2400 1-800-522-2382 (703) 684-2382
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1 BY MR. LINDSAY: 

2 Q I'm showing you, sir, what has been 

3 marked as John K. Cooke Exhibit 13. Would you 

4 please review that document. 

5 (Witness examined document) 

6

7 Q Have you completed your review? 

8 A I have. 

9 Q Is Exhibit 13 a memorandum that you 

10 wrote as executive vice president of the 

11 Washington football team? 

12 A It is a memo to file that I dictated 

13 on November 22, 1991. 

14 Q Now that you have reviewed Exhibit 

15 13, do you recall that you have communicated 

16 with the Bureau of Indian Affairs? 

17 A I have communicated with the Bureau 

18 of Indian Affairs. I didn't know until 

19 reviewing this memo that I had done it 

20 directly. I thought, frankly, that I had done 

21 it through our director at the time, Charles 

22 Dayton.

.
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1 Counsel, may I just 

2 observe that this is a document marked for 

3 attorneys' eyes only, so may we have this 

4 document and any of this testimony deemed as 

5 under the Order of confidentiality and this 

6 part of the record kept separately and sealed? 

7 MR. LINDSAY: I understand that you 

8 are so designating it. 

9 have no problem with 

10

strongly 

12 disagree that it's a proper designation, but I 

13 understand you're making that designation. 

14 fine. Okay. 

15

Q With whom at the Bureau of Indian 

17 Affairs did you have the meeting referred to in 

18 Exhibit 13? 

19 you remember? 

20 don't remember his 

21 name. 

22 BY MR. LINDSAY: 



Q Exhibit 13 bears at the bottom the 

word redacted, does it not? 

A It does. 

Q And are you telling me that without 

seeing the complete memorandum, you are unable 

to remember with whom you had the meeting? 

A That's correct. 

Q Did you ever share a copy of Exhibit 

13 with this person with whom you had the 

meeting? 

A I don't recall. 

Q Do you believe that in your mind 

Exhibit 13 is an accurate statement of what 

happened at the meeting? 

A Well I don't recall the entire 

meeting. I don't recall, frankly, that the 

meeting took place. I don't know how long it 

took and I can't recall then if this is 

inclusive of everything that was discussed at 

the meeting. 

Q Setting aside that you do not recall 

the specific name of the individual with whom 
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1 you communicated as referenced in Exhibit 13, 

2 have you had any communications with that 

3 person since the meeting described in Exhibit 

4 13? 

5 A Not that I can recall, no. I don't 

6 even remember this meeting clearly. 

7 Q And do you, setting aside that you do 

8 not currently recall the name of the individual 

9 with whom you had the meeting, are you able to 

10 tell me whether that person is still with the 

11 Bureau of Indian Affairs? 

12 A I don't know. 

13 (End of Confidential Portion) 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22
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1 (John K. Cooke Deposition 

2 Exhibit were 

3 marked for identification.) 

4 note that both 

5 Exhibits 16 and Exhibit 17 are stamped for 

6 attorneys' eyes only confidential and designate 

7 them as being confidential and any testimony 

8 related thereto and I ask that that part of the 

9 record be sealed. 

10

11 Q Sir, I have placed before you 

12 Exhibits 16 and 17. Let me take them one by 

13 one. 

14 Exhibit 16 is a memorandum to file 

15 that you wrote as executive vice president of 

16 the Washington football team on or about 

17 January is that correct? 

18 A That's correct. 

19 Q And it purports to describe a 

20 conversation with a representative of AIM; is 

21 that correct? 

22 A That is not correct. 
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Q The first sentence reads, "Charlie 

Dayton and I talked further with,'" then there 

is some blank space which I take is the 

redaction or at least part of the redaction on 

this page, and then the sentence concludes with 

the word "today"; do you see that? 

A I do. 

Q With whom was that conversation? 

A I don't recall. 

Q Sir, there then appears to be some 

additional blank space and then we get to the 

words "reported that the Indian group, AIM," 

and it continues from there; do you see that? 

A I'm sorry, where does it end? Second 

paragraph, right. 

MR. REINER: In the first paragraph 

of the letter after the redacted portion. 

MR. LINDSAY: Actually, Counsel, I 

don't know that it is after the redacted 

portion. It may be a paragraph break there and 

I can't tell from that page. 

MR. REINER: That is correct, I don't 
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1 know either. That is correct. 

2 For the purposes of this question, 

3 why don't we deem it to be the second 

4 paragraph, so there's no dispute on the 

5 record to what looking at. 

6

7 Q That's fine. There is a portion of 

8 the text that begins with the words "reported"; 

9 do you see that? 

10 A I do. 

11 Q Would you please read the remainder 

12 of that portion of the text to yourself. 

13 (Witness examined document) 

14 Just in that paragraph 

15 or the entire memo? 

16

17 Q Just in that particular portion of 

18 the text. 

19 A I did. 

20 Q Who made the report that is described 

21 following the word reported?. 

22 A I don't remember his name. 
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1 Q Was it a member of the Washington 

2 football organization? 

3 A No. 

4 Q Was it someone that you understood to 

5 be a member of the American--Indian Movement.?. 

b A I suppose so. 

7 Q But you don't actually recall? 

8 A I do not recall exactly. 

.9 Q In the next sentence there is 

10 apparently another space where there was a 

11 redaction before the word stated. 

12 A Yes. 

13 Q Do you recall who it was that made 

14 the statement then quoted? 

15 A No, I don't. 

16 Q Was it the same person who made the 

17 report with which this paragraph begins? 

18 A I would assume so. 

19 Q There is another break some or all of 

20 which may be a redaction. We then get to the 

21 word recommends. 

22 Do you recall who made the 
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1 recommendation that is stated in the remainder 

2 of that paragraph? 

3 A I don't recall. 

4 Q The next paragraph, again, assuming 

5 it to be a separate paragraph, contains several 

6 redactions stating that someone, whose name is 

redacted, has talked to someone, whose name is 

8 redacted, of the Circle of Elders. Do you see 

9 that? 

10 A I do. 

11 Q Do you recall who talked with the 

12 person at the Circle of Elders? 

13 A No, I don't. 

14 Q Do you recall who the person at the 

15 Circle of Elders with whom this conversation 

16 was held was? 

17 do not recall. 

18 Q .... There is a redaction further down on 

19 the page -- excuse me, in that same paragraph 

20 and the name of the person is deleted but that 

21 person is reported to be willing to issue a 

22 statement; do you see that? 



187 

1 see that. 

2 Q Who is that person? 

3 A I don't know. 

4 there is additional space below 

5 that paragraph which may or may not be a 

6 further redaction and do you see then in what 

7 appears to be the final paragraph three 

8 additional areas where there has been 

9 redaction? 

10 A Yes. 

11 Q Who was the individual described in 

12 that paragraph? 

13 A I don't recall. 

14 Q Has anyone from the Washington 

15 football team ever met with a representative of 

16 the Circle of Elders? 

17 A I don't know. 

18 Q Sir, do you believe that the business 

19 interests of the Washington football team would 

20 be any way damaged by revealing the names of 

21 the individuals which names have been redacted 

22 from Exhibit 16?
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1 MR. REINER: Do you want to speak 

2 with me? 

3 MR. LINDSAY: The record should 

4 reflect --

5 MR. REINER: Sure, I'm going to talk 

6 to the client. 

7 (Counsel conferred with witness) 

8 THE WITNESS: Would you repeat the 

9 question, please. 

10 (The reporter read the record as 

11 requested.) 

12 THE WITNESS: Yes. 

13 BY MR. LINDSAY: 

14 Q In what way would the business 

15 interests of the Washington football team be 

16 damaged? 

17 A We pursued this line of questioning 

18 with this person in complete confidence. We 

19 gave our word and assurance we would not reveal 

20 who he was. 

21 Q And was that giving of word an 

22 assurance in anyplace reduced to writing? 
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A I don't recall. 

Q Is there any other way in which the 

business interests of the Washington football 

team would be damaged by revealing the names? 

THE WITNESS: Can I consult with you 

again?

MR. REINER: You absolutely may. 

MR. LINDSAY: The record should 

reflect a further consultation. 

(Witness conferred with counsel) 

THE WITNESS: Would you repeat the 

question, please. 

(The reporter read the record as 

requested.) 

THE WITNESS: Not that I can foresee 

at this time. 

BY MR. LINDSAY: 

Q Sir, would you please look at Exhibit 

17.

(Witness examined document) 

BY MR. LINDSAY: 

Q And I will ask you, sir, there are 

(202) 638-2400 1-800 - 522-2382. (703) 684-2382.
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1 several places commencing with what appears to 

2 be the fifth paragraph. 

3 Sir, in order to speed this process 

4 up, let me identify the areas where it appears 

5 that there are redactions and ask you whether 

6 you are able to tell me the names of any of the 

7 individuals. 

8 What appears to be the fifth 

9 paragraph, what appears to be the sixth 

10 paragraph and on the second page, what appears 

11 to be the second full paragraph on that page 

12 beginning with the words "if we decided" and in 

13 what appears to be the next paragraph beginning 

1.4 with the words "of course we could confirm." 

15 My question to you, sir, is whether 

16 you are able to tell me the names of any of the 

17 persons whose names have been redacted? 

18 A No, I cannot. 

19 Q You wrote Exhibit 17 as executive 

20 vice president of the Washington football team 

21 on or about January 

22 A I did.
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Q Both Exhibits 16 and 17 refer to a 

prospective meeting with the Circle of Elders; 

do you see that? 

A I'11. have to read this one. 

Q Please do so. 

(Witness examined document) 

read it. 

Q And you see that both documents refer 

to a prospective meeting with the Circle of 

Elders to take place in the Summer of 1992? 

A Yes. 

Q Did such a meeting, in fact, take 

place in the Summer of 1992? 

A I don't know. 

Q You certainly did not attend such a 

meeting?

A I didn't attend it. 

Q Did such a meeting ever take place? 

A I don't know if the Circle of Elders 

met, but

I'm

quite certain that no member of 

the Redskins organization met wit.h the.Circle
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1 of Elders. 

2 Q Has any representative of the 

3 Washington football team ever asked the Circle 

4 of Elders to issue a statement downplaying --

5 excuse me, to issue a statement, quote, 

6 "downplaying the radical position AIM has taken 

7 in applauding the Washington Redskins for their 

8 willingness to help Indians," closed quote? 

9 A Not that I'm aware of. 

10 Q Did you at some point make a decision 

11 not to approach the Circle of Elders? 

12 A Yes. 

13 Q When did you make that decision? 

14 A I don't recall. 

15 Q Did you create any writings about the 

16 reason for your decision? 

17 A Not that I can recall. 

18 Q Why did you decide not to meet with 

19 the Circle of Elders? 

20 A Because we subsequently learned that 

21 they were not as influential as we were led to 

22 believe.
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1 Q Did you also learn that the Circle of 

2 Elders did not agree with the position you 

3 wished them to take? 

4 A No, I did not. 

5 Q Did you also learn that Susan Harjo, 

6 a petitioner in this case, is a member of the 

7 Circle of Elders? 

8 A I was unaware of that. 

9 (End of Confidential Portion) 

10 * * 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22
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(John K. Cooke Deposition 

Exhibit No. 22 was marked for 

identification.) 

BY MR. LINDSAY: 

Q Sir, I'm showing you what has been 

marked as Exhibit 22. Would you please review 

that document. 

MR. REINER: This document has been 

indicated for attorneys' eyes only and 

confidential. This document and the part of 

the record reflecting any questions relating 

thereto should be placed under seal. 

(Witness examined document) 

BY MR. LINDSAY: 

Q, Sir, have you completed your review 

of Exhibit 22? 

A I have read the letter. 

Q_ Have you ever seen Exhibit 22 before? 

A Yes. 

Q When did you see Exhibit 22? 

A At approximately the time that it was

sent.

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22



211 

1 Q And that date, sir, was? 

2 A June 5, 1990. 

3 Q Does that refresh your recollection 

4 as to whether the Washington football team 

5 objected to a trademark registration of the 

6 Virginia Beach, Virginia, Redskin review? 

7 A We objected to the Atlantic 

8 Publishing Group, Inc., by this letter, with 

9 this letter. 

10 Q As far as you know, sir, is that the 

11 only writing which relates to the objections 

12 made by the Washington football team concerning 

13 the Atlantic Publishing Group that you've just 

14 referred to? 

15 A I don't know. 

16 Q Are you aware of any other writings? 

17 A I don't recall. 

18 Q Does Exhibit 22 substantially express 

19 the reasons why you understood the Washington 

20 football team was objecting to the Atlantic 

21 Publishing Group's use of the trademarks at 

22 issue?

. 
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1 MR. REINER: Object to the question. 

2 The witness is not an attorney. This letter 

3 was written by house counsel. But in any 

4 event, you can answer the question. 

5 THE WITNESS:. In reading this letter 

6 it appears that there is a subsequent official 

7 notification coming from NFL Properties. What 

8 was contained is the reasons for their 

9 objection will be left up to the lawyers of NFL 

10 Properties and our lawyers here. 

11 BY MR. LINDSAY: 

12 Q Are you now able to recall any 

13 additional reasons for which the Washington 

14 football team objected to Atlantic Publishing 

15 Group's use of the trademarks at issue? 

16 A I don't recall exactly at this time. 

17 (End of Confidential Portion) 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22
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